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made all in good spirit and I think in a
fashion that she believes is the best
course for this country to take. So I
don’t take issue with the motive, Mr.
Speaker, but I just have a different
opinion and I have a different view-
point on a number of the statistics, so
I will try to illuminate this issue a lit-
tle bit.

The statement was made by the gen-
tlewoman that there have been 27,000
civilians that have been killed in Iraq
since the beginning of our operations
there, and that date for me would be
March 22, 2003. That, indeed, may be
the number, and I don’t take issue with
the specificity of that number of 27,000
civilians killed. I would point out,
though, that there have been now 3
years and a little more than a month
go by, so one would need to divide that
down to take a look at it from an an-
nual perspective, and that would take
that down to about 9,000 civilians a
year.

Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me as I sit
here in this Chamber and evaluate this
that not too long ago I was down in
South America on a trade mission
through Bragzil and also Argentina and
a couple of other smaller countries
briefly, and there in Sao Paulo, a large
city in the southern part of Brazil,
they informed me that they had an an-
nual number of murders in that city of
10,000 people that died violent deaths at
the hands of murderers in Sao Paulo,
Brazil. Now, whether you want to
measure that that city is the com-
pressed inner city with a lower popu-
lation or the city and its suburbs with
a larger population, and perhaps that
could go as many as 16 million or
maybe even larger for the size of the
city, Mr. Speaker, that is still an as-
tonishing number to think of 10,000
people in a single city that are mur-
dered in a single year, a high level of
violence.

So when I came back, I took a look
at some statistics to try to get a han-
dle on this, to try to put it in perspec-
tive. And one of the ways we can do
that is we look at the communities
that we know that we live in where we
see the crime figures day by day on the
front page of the paper, and sadly often
they don’t make the front page of our
paper, and look also at other countries
where we are paying intense attention.
So I pulled those statistics together for
a number of countries.

Of course, Iraq would be number one
on that list. And the statistics are
given on many web pages and easily
available to all, Mr. Speaker, but the
number of murder victims, deaths due
to violent acts, murder victims per
100,000. So you take it down into that
number per 100,000, it puts it in a bal-
anced perspective, it is apples to ap-
ples, and it will give a person an idea of
about what kind of a violent society we
might be dealing with.

So as I look at these numbers, Mr.
Speaker, I actually didn’t come up
with the numbers for Brazil and I
couldn’t find the numbers for the city
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of Sao Paulo, but I did find the num-
bers for Iraq. For Iraq, the victims of
violence, and in that we include the
bombing victims, of civilians and those
that are victims also of murder in Iraq,
it comes down to 27.51 deaths per
100,000 per year; 27.51 is the number. So
if you are living in a city of exactly
100,000 people, statistically there would
be 27.51 of them who would die a vio-
lent death in any given year. That is
the statistical number. And, of course,
we know there are anomalies, and we
know there are concentrations of trag-
edies, and we know there are long
terms of peacefulness that go on in
other parts of the country. But this
helps us understand how a country like
Iraq can continue to move forward
with the kind of violence that we see
on television. It makes me wonder, Mr.
Speaker, if we aren’t seeing almost all
of the violence that goes on in Iraq on
television because we are seeing those
high levels of violence continually in
front of our faces every day. I think it
is sometimes intentional and strategic
rather than news; 27.51 fatalities per
100,000 in Iraq.

Now, how does this compare across
the rest of the world? Well, one might
look at a country, say, like Venezuela,
31.61 violent deaths per 100,000. So Ven-
ezuela is slightly more dangerous to
live in than Iraq is.

And Jamaica, 32.40 violent deaths per
100,000 compared to the 27.51 in Iraq.
Jamaica is slightly more dangerous to
live in than Iraq.

And then you have South Africa. It
jumps all the way up to 49.60.

Now, we are starting to see some
numbers here that take us up to al-
most twice the rate, it is a little less
than twice the rate of Iraq’s fatality
rate; 49.60 in South Africa per 100,000.

But we do have some numbers that
go over twice the rate. One of those
would be Colombia. Iraq, 27.51 deaths
per 100,000; Colombia, 61.78 violent
deaths per 100,000, more than two times
as many deaths there. It is more than
twice as dangerous to be a civilian liv-
ing supposedly in peace and harmony
in Colombia than it is to be a civilian
living in the middle of this chaos in
Iraq that I hear is intolerable.

Mr. Speaker, I would point out that
if it is intolerable to face that kind of
violence as a percentage of the popu-
lation in Iraq that is unsustainable and
that somehow we should pull out of
there and wash our hands and give up
or cut and run or maybe split the coun-
try up into three different sections,
and then imagine what kind of violence
we would have if we pitted those three
factors against each other. But, in-
stead, I will submit that we are being
treated with a relentless drum beat of
television violence in Iraq that, even
though it is honestly represented in
those significant instances, we don’t
have our television cameras lined up on
the emergency rooms in the United
States. We don’t have them lined up
here in the emergency rooms in Wash-
ington, D.C. or Detroit or Baltimore or
New Orleans or Atlanta or St. Louis.
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Mr. Speaker, speaking of those cities,
I would point out that there is a way
also to draw a measure, a measure that
Americans will have a different feel for
when I lay out the casualty rates for
violent deaths in our cities in America.
And it occurs to me when I look at
these statistics that it is far more dan-
gerous for my wife to live here in
Washington, D.C. than it would be if
she were living as an Iraqi civilian cit-
izen in a random place in Iraq. Now, we
know there are places with higher vio-
lent rates, but 27.51 deaths per 100,000
in Iraq per year.

I am going to go to Washington, D.C.;
45.9 deaths per 100,000, Mr. Speaker,
compared to the 27.5 in Iraq per 100,000.

Detroit, 41.8. It is getting a little
safer in Detroit than it is in Wash-
ington, D.C., but still far more dan-
gerous in Detroit than it is in Iraq to
be a civilian.

Baltimore, 37.7; Atlanta, 34.9; St.
Louis, 31.4. We are getting down there
closer to the fatality rate to live in St.
Louis rather than living somewhere in
Iraq at 27.51.

So what city might be comparable, a
city that we would be familiar with
that would have a violent death rate
that one would compare to the equiva-
lent of being a civilian in Iraq? Well,
Mr. Speaker, if there are people out
there that are sitting in Oakland, Cali-
fornia, tonight and they are thinking
about how they are living safe in their
living room, they are just slightly safer
in their living rooms living in the com-
munity of Oakland, California, than
they are living in a random community
in Iraq. The Oakland fatality rate for a
violent death is 26.1 compared to the
27.51 in Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, I think this makes the
point very well that we can be deliv-
ered a constant drum beat of violence,
and then we begin to think that it is an
intolerable violence and something
that is such a high level that it can’t
continue, that a civil society just sim-
ply can’t sustain that kind of an on-
slaught, when, truthfully, the violent
level in Iraq is well less than half of
the violent level in Colombia, and they
sustain themselves although not so
well. Slightly higher than half the rate
of South Africa; they sustain them-
selves.

We go to Jamaica because it is a
wonderful place to visit, but the vio-
lence level there is a little more vio-
lent than Iraq, slightly less violent
than Oakland, California.

Venezuela, I mentioned.

The one that I left off was New Orle-
ans. Thinking in terms of 27.51 deaths
per 100,000 violent deaths in Iraq; New
Orleans before Katrina, 53.1, almost
twice the violent deaths in New Orle-
ans as there is in Iraq.

So that gives us a sense, I think, Mr.
Speaker that this is a manageable vio-
lence rate. And although we abhor all
violence and as much as we have strug-
gled to bring a civil society and order
there, there is still the insurgency.
There are still the people who believe



